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[Mr. OWENS addressed the House.

His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. KINGSTON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. KINGSTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

b 2200

Mr. HAYWORTH. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to rescind the
1-hour special order granted earlier
this evening to the gentleman from
California [Mr. HORN] for March 3.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
WALDHOLTZ). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Ari-
zona?

There was no objection.
f

CONTRACT WITH AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. HAYWORTH]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Madam Speaker,
my friends from California tell me the
swallows return to Capistrano. My
friends from Ohio tell me the buzzards
return to Hinkly. And, Madam Speak-
er, as you and I have come to discover
during our brief time here in the Con-
gress of the United States, and indeed
as the people of this Nation are discov-
ering, Madam Speaker, liberal Demo-
crats again and again come to the well
of this House and distort and exagger-
ate and basically tell falsehoods about
the aims of this new Republican major-
ity with reference to our Contract With
America, and especially when it comes
to nutrition programs in the public
schools.

It is amazing as we take a look at the
publications from around the country,
and I would simply point out to those
assembled here, Madam Speaker, a
very interesting article penned by
Nancy Roman in today’s Washington
Times. I hesitate to read the headline
because it contains a three-letter word
that I really do not want to use in the
course of this discourse, and yet it is
part of the RECORD. The headline reads
‘‘Democrats Lie About Lunch.’’ And
the thrust of this article, to read the
subhead line really sums it up. Madam
Speaker, it is worth repeating and ar-
ticulating so that the people of this
Nation will really know the facts be-
hind this debate. Quoting from the sub-
head line in today’s Washington Times:
‘‘The GOP’s school lunch program will
grow by $203 million. The government
spends $4.5 billion. The GOP would
spend $4.7 billion.’’

In other words, Madam Speaker, ac-
cording to simple mathematics, we see
an actual increase in this school lunch
program of $200 million. Simply stated,
Madam Speaker, there is no cut, there
is no cut. There is an increase in spend-
ing.

Now, in fairness to the way this town
works, to the way the guardians of the
old order have done their accounting
for the past four decades, we should
point out that there is some form of re-
duction, but it is only a reduction in
the overall increase. Only in Washing-
ton would you call an increase reduced
in some way, shape, fashion or form,
acute.

Indeed, as we have looked at the
challenge we face in putting our fiscal
house in order, I believe that fair mind-
ed people, Madam Speaker, from both
sides of the aisle realize that one of the
problems we have had continually is in
this creative form of accounting, which
would call that increase acute.

I listened with great interest to my
good friend from Connecticut, who
stood before this House moments ago
and talked about a cooperative effort
to change the spending habits in this
Nation. And I respect my good friend
from Connecticut because he authored
what again inside this beltway was a
revolutionary concept, but to the rest
of us throughout the country, Madam
Speaker, was a very simple, rational,
logical concept. And that is that the
people who serve in this House, which
we call the people’s House, should live
under the same laws as everyone else
in this country.

I salute my friend from Connecticut
for spearheading that fundamental
tenet of self-government so vital to
this House and so dominant, indeed
being the cornerstone of reform as
adopted in our rules package when we
were sworn in here earlier this year. I
applaud his cooperative spirit. In fact,
I would say that that cooperative spirit
is what we hope to build upon in the
days ahead, and we call on our good
friends across the aisle to end the dis-
course and move forward in the con-
structive debate.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FOX] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.]
f

LEGAL IMMIGRATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. BECERRA] is recognized for
58 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. BECERRA. Thank you, Madam
Speaker.

Madam Speaker, I would like to talk
tonight about a subject which has got-
ten some attention in this country, and
these days we see it perhaps grabbing
more and more of the attention not
just of this Congress and of legislators,
but of the American people, and it is a
subject which is dear to my heart and
which I believe needs more clarity and

more discussion, because it affects
human beings and it affects Americans.

The subject is that of immigrants.
Not immigrants who come into this
country without permission, without
documents to be here, not so-called il-
legal immigrants, but legal immi-
grants, those who have come in
through application, waited, in some
cases 10 or 15 years, to come to this
country, and have now received the
permission of this country to come and
reside and make this their home and
ultimately become U.S. citizens.

These are the lawful permanent resi-
dents in this country, and we have ap-
proximately 9 million residing in this
country, some who just got here and
are waiting the 5 years before they can
become U.S. citizens, others who have
been here for decades and working and
doing what most people in this country
do, and that is paying their taxes and
abiding by the laws and raising their
families.

I would like to discuss legal immi-
grants because it happens that in this
process here in Congress of discussing
reforms and in discussing the Repub-
lican contract on America, one of the
proposals, a welfare reform proposal,
proposes to use legal immigrants to
fund the cost of this reform proposal
within welfare. I think it is important
not only that my colleagues have a
chance to hear and understand more
about legal immigrants, but quite hon-
estly, the greater public should have a
chance as well.

So I would like to do a little bit here
by discussing legal immigrants and
perhaps do some personal discussions
as well as some factual discussions and
providing some data as well.

Let me begin by giving a couple of
examples of people who I happen to
know in some cases, others that I know
of and have been told about, and I
think are worth sharing with you
today.

Mr. King Tam and Mrs. Tsui Kung
Tam are two legal permanent residents
in this country. Both came into the
United States back in the 1960’s. Mr.
Tam and Mrs. Tam came from China,
Mrs. Tam actually from Hong Kong,
and as they arrived in this country
they found right away they had to re-
train themselves for jobs here in the
United States. Mr. Tam went from a
cabinetmaker to a cook, Mrs. Tam
from a salesperson to a seamstress.
They have lived their entire life and
they still do in Chinatown in Los Ange-
les, CA. They have raised three chil-
dren. All three have graduated from
college; David from UCLA as an engi-
neer, Linda from Cal State University
of Los Angeles with a business degree,
and Mai Li from Cal State, Los Ange-
les, with a degree in finance.

Each one of them had a chance to un-
dertake the opportunity to go to col-
lege, they had a chance to receive some
student loans and some grants, and
they worked every year while they
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